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or no, really reducible to some kind of personal
service, if a toy-maker, in return for food, makes
a dancing-doll for another man, he might just as
well have pirouetted for so many hours himself;
and if the purchaser would be more amused by
a man's antics than by a puppet's, this is precisely
what the toy-maker would have been set to do.
In short, if we consider only the economic side
of the matter, without reference to the moral,
whenever a man spends anything on his own
personal pleasure, he is virtually paying some other
man, or a number of other men to dance for him.1
What, therefore, both our capitalists desire as their
ultimate object, is to keep as many men as they
are able to provide with food always dancing for
their pleasure, or in readiness to do so when
wanted ; but in setting themselves to achieve this
object in their two different ways, what happens is
as follows.

Both use their capital by dispensing it in the
form of daily rations to two hundred other men,
on condition that these men do something; but the
first feeds the other men, not on condition that
they dance for him, or do anything that ministers
to his own immediate pleasure, but on condition

1 This is merely saying that all economic effort has, for
its ultimate aim, a desirable state of consciousness, which
might be contemptible if it really depended on looking on
at dances, or refined if it depended on the cultivation of
flowers, or listening to great singers, or witnessing the
performance of great plays, or on the enlargement of the
mind by travel,